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Subjects and materials
A questionnaire was devised that asked practising ophthalmologists to rank, in order of importance, a number of tests of visual function including generic and vision-specific QOL instruments, against a panel of common ophthalmic ailments (Fig. 1 ). Respondents were also asked to name any generic and vision specific QOL instrument of which they were aware. They were not asked to identify Please name a generic QOL questionnaire:
Grade of ophthalmologist:
Thank you for your co-operation questionnaires were distributed in a random fashion at a major UK conference and respondents asked to complete them, taking approximately 2 minutes to do so.
Statistical methods
Questionnaires were analysed both with the response of all ophthalmologists grouped together and as two separate groups, viz. seniors (senior registrars, associate specialists and consultants) and juniors (registrars and senior house officers). The degree of internal consistency within the whole group and sub-groups of experts was measured by Kendall's coefficient of concordance (W).
Results
Of the 55 questionnaires distributed, a total of 45 were completed and returned (i.e. 82% response rate), but in 9 of these the respondents had made the mistake of ranking the conditions in order of importance, rather than the tests. ThirtY-Six correctly completed questionnaires were therefore available for analysis.
These questionnaires had been completed by 4 SHOs, 11 registrars, 6 senior registrars, 4 associate specialists and 11 consultants. The mean ranks obtained for each investigation in each condition are shown in Table l . by group or sub-group for all ophthalmic conditions were highly significant (p<O.OOl).
Comment
The questionnaire was designed to assess the awareness of the existence of QOL instruments and their perceived relative merit in the management of various ophthalmic ailments. All respondents were participants at a major UK conference at which the majority of units in this country would be represented. Nevertheless, we acknowledge that attendees at the conference may not be truly representative of the ophthalmic community of the UK as a whole. In addition, although there was no pre selection of respondents, they were not a truly random sample.
QOL instruments, when compared with traditional outcome measures, did not obtain high rankings in this questionnaire-based study. It was of note that they were considered more important than visual fields (except in glaucoma and retinal detachment), contrast sensitivity 
